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of any fresh principle.    We may denote comparisons of this
type by (iii.).
3. Whether any comparisons are possible which do not fall
within any of the categories (i.), (ii.)s or (iii.), I do not feel certain.
We undoubtedly make a number of direct comparisons which
do not seem to be covered by them. We judge it more probable,
for instance, that Caesar invaded Britain than that Romulus
founded Eome. But even in such cases as this, where a reduction
into the regular form is not obvious, it might prove possible if
we could clearly analyse the real grounds of our judgment. We
might argue in this instance that, whereas Romulus's founding of
Rome rests solely on tradition, we have in addition evidence of
another kind for Caesar's invasion of Britain, and that, in so
far as our belief in Caesar's invasion rests on tradition, we have
reasons of a precisely similar kind as for our belief in Romulus
without the additional doubt involved in the maintenance of a
tradition between the times of Romulus and Caesar. By some
such analysis as this our judgment of comparison might be
brought within the above categories.
The process of reaching a judgment of comparison in this way
may be called ' schematisation.' * We take initially an ideal
scheme which falls within the categories of comparison. Let
us represent * the historical tradition x has been handed down
from a date many years previous to the time of Caesar' by
tyi(x}\ (the historical tradition x has been handed down from
the time of Caesar' by -^2(x); ' the historical tradition x has
extra-traditional support * by fa(x); and the two traditions,
the Romulus tradition and the Caesar tradition respectively,
by a and b. Then if our relevant evidence h were of the form
'W^'W^^^)* fr *s easily seen that the comparison a/h<b/h
could be justified on the lines laid down above.2 A further judg-
ment, that our actual evidence presented no relevant divergence
from this schematic form, would then establish the practical
conclusion. As I am not aware of any plausible judgment of
comparison which we make in common practice, but which is
clearly incapable of reduction to some schematic form, and as
I see no logical basis for such a comparison, I feel justified in
1 This phrase is used by Von Kries, op. tit. p. 179, in a somewhat similar
connection.
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